Every so often an editor has to eat some humble pie. This is one such occasion. The first paper in this issue 'Classification of environmental zones in the Czech Republic' should have been included in the previous special issue on light pollution (46/1). Sadly, it was misplaced for which I apologize to the authors Drs. Nova´k, Za´vada and Sokanskyá nd to the guest editors of the special issue, Dr. Kocifaj and Dr. Aube´, all of whom are completely blameless for this blunder.
But editors are not alone in their failings. Authors can also err. This most frequently occurs in two areas. The first is reference lists. Many times I find myself having to revise reference lists, either because the list has been compiled in the wrong format and/or information is missing, such as the volume and page numbers for printed papers and the location of conferences for papers occurring in conference proceedings. Lighting Research and Technology uses the Vancouver system for references. This is well understood for established printed journals but the outburst of online-only publications and the use of online publishing like the Online First system for print journals, as used by Lighting Research and Technology, have caused some confusion. In the Online First system, and other electronic publication systems, each paper is given a digital object identifier (doi) number. This provides a persistent and permanent way to identify papers that exist in the online environment even after they have appeared in print. When published in Online First, the paper is considered final and definitive and can be cited by its doi number in the form:
Authors' names. Paper title, Journal title, Prepublished month, day, year, DOI: 10.1177/0123456789123456.
After the paper is printed, the paper will disappear from the Online First list and reappear in the electronic archive of the journal but it retains its doi number. At this stage the paper should be referenced as:
Authors' names. Paper title, Journal title, year; volume: page range, DOI: 10.1177/0123456789123456.
The second problem that frequently occurs is in the presentation of figures. There are two aspects to this problem, size and colour. All authors view their figures on large, bright, colourful screens and seem to forget that when printed the figures will be much smaller and will appear in 50 shades of grey. The result is that I often have to write to authors of accepted papers asking that they revise their figures so as to enlarge the text and to use different line types and data symbols rather than colour to identify different experimental conditions. Of course, colour can be used for these purposes in the online version of the paper but that means two sets of figures are required, one for the online version and one for the printed version. False colour images pose a particular problem for a printed journal and are often best converted into a conventional contour plot with labeled contours. Alleviating these problems would make the publishing process run more smoothly, for both authors and the editor.
Peter Boyce Technical Editor
SAGE publications would like to apologise for the omission of 'Classification of environmental zones in the Czech Republic' by Nova´k, Za´vada and Sokansky( 10.1177/1477153513512500) which was to be included in LRT 46(1) and is now published in this issue. SAGE accept full responsibility for this mistake and have published an erratum which can be found in this issue. 
